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DETAILED ACTION 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 


1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 


2. Claims 10-11 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Clement (FR2723916). 

3. Clement discloses a flexible compartment system comprising flexible webs (1 ) 
that can be suspended from frame elements and intermediate portions (4) made of 
flexible material and connected to each other to form compartments (10). The system 
has a number of base elements (B, Fig. 1 below labeled by examiner) connected along 
openings of the compartments. The base elements are made up of four compartments 
and the base elements are identical. 


States. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Clement 
in view of Waldenberger (U.S. Patent No. 4,839,206). 

6. Clement discloses all the claimed limitations as shown above and that the base 
members are assembled together by means of tape (12). 

7. Clement fails to teach that the tape is double sided. 

8. Waldenberger teaches that it is known in the art to manufacture tape that is 
double sided (abstract). 

9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have manufactured the compartment system of Clement with 
double sided tape, as taught by Waldenberger, in order to increase the strength of 
connection between the compartments. 

10. Claims 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clement in view of Cobane (U.S. Patent No. 6,296,133). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 15, Clement discloses all the claimed limitations as shown 
above and that the compartments are arranged in a superposed relationship, but fails to 
teach a frame that the base elements are connected to. 
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12. Cobane teaches that it is known in the art to connect a flexible compartment 
system to a frame (Fig. 2) wherein rods (92) are passed through loops (90) connected 
to the compartments and the lowermost flexible web of a base element is not fixed to 
the frame. 

1 3. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have manufactured the compartment system of Clement on a 
frame in the way taught by Cobane in order to make the compartment system easy to 
disassemble and transport. 

14. Regarding claim 20, the modified compartment system of Clement teaches 
wherein the compartment system is provided with eyes (Cobane, 90) through which 
rods (Cobane, 92) are passed through for fixing to the frame. 

15. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clement in view of Hoss (U.S. Patent No. 4,735,320). 

16. Clement discloses all the claimed limitations as shown above but fails to teach 
wherein the flexible webs are sewn together to form loops and fixed to a frame by 
passing rods through the loops. 

1 7. Hoss teaches that it is known in the art to manufacture a compartment system 
wherein loops are sewn in end sections (col. 3, lines 47-50) and rods (88, 90) are 
placed through to secure the compartments to a frame. 

18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have manufactured the compartment system of Clement to be 
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secured to a frame, as taught by Hoss, in order to have a cheap and efficient way of 
attaching the compartments to a frame. 

19. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Clement in view of Hoss as applied above and further in view of Morris (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,304,698). 

20. Regarding claim 1 8, the modified compartment of Clement teaches all the 
claimed limitations as shown above but fails to teach wherein the base elements have 
only half loops that are sewn together to form full loops. 

21 . Morris teaches that it is known to manufacture loops by taking half loops and 
sewing them together to form full loops (Fig. 2). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have manufactured the base elements of the modified 
compartment system of Clement with half loops and sew them together, as taught by 
Morris, in order to use less material and thus reduce production cost. Furthermore it 
would have been obvious since it has been held that constructing a formerly integral 
structure in various elements involves only routine skill in the art. 

23. Regarding claim 19, the modified compartment of Clement teaches all the 
claimed limitations as shown above but fails to teach wherein complete loops of two 
base elements are sewn together to form full loops. 

24. Morris teaches that it is known to manufacture loops by taking half loops and 
sewing them together to form full loops (Fig. 2). 
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25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined for the same reasons listed above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFFREY ALLEN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7426. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00 AM TO 
5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on (571)272-4561 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Anthony D Stashick/ 
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/J. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3781 


Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3781 


